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From: Patty Reed 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner Powell: 

Numerous reports agree that the Federal Communications IS planning to loosen 
longstanding rules governing control of Ihe media that bring news and views to 
the American public This will inevitably lead to monopoly, by a few large 
corporate giants, of TV stations, newspapers, and broadcast networks. 

I urge you, Commissioner Powell, to halt immediately any implementation Of 

information. 

Mon, Mar 10, 2003 4:53 PM 
Congress demand FCC protect public media access 

.I -< 7 ,~, 
f '  "'Cqyg-,"? these these FCC plans that threaten public access to diverse views and 

Sincerely, ,I&' I 8 2003 
Patty Reed 
6016 Laurel Wreath Way 
Columbia, MD 21044 

Get Your Private, Free Email at http://www.hotmail.com 

http://www.hotmail.com
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From: brett 
To: Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps. KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 
Adelstein 
Date: Mon, Mar 10. 2003 5:Ol PM 
Subject: 

Dear sirs and madam: 

say NO to media deregulation 

, .  

As a writer and artist, as well as a US citizen, I have become increasingly cdncern&\arith.it?& F G C S  
management of our public airwaves. To deregulate the media even further would be disastrous to our 
shared democratic values, and would represent a grave disservice to the American people. 

I applaud Cornissioners Copps and Edelstein for their efforts to allow for public comment before the 
seemingly inevitable rush to corporate consolidation. I am greatly disappointed in Chairman Powell's 
transparent pandering to corporate interests, and I feel that his regrettable attempt to squelch public 
debate represents a betrayal of the public trust. I urge the FCC to preserve diversity, localism, and 
competition in media by saying NO to deregulation. 

Sincerely, 

Brett Hamil 

Seattle,WA 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Tax Center -forms, calculators, tips, and more 
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From: Z.F. Lively 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mike Powell. Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB. Commissioner 

Tue. Mar 11,2003 1245 AM 
Please say NO to Deregulation. 

, . ' , #  

1 . , $ ..: ,-:,: , 
Dear sirs and madam. I ,' 

As a radio board operator, on-air talent, and US citizen, I have become increasingly concerned with the 
FCC's management of our public airwaves To deregulate the media any further would be disastrous to 
our shared democratic values, and would represent a grave disservice to the American people. 

I would like to thank and commend Comissioners Copps and Edelstein for their efforts to allow for public 
comment before the seemingly inevitable rush to corporate consolidation. I am greatly disappointed in 
Chairman Powell's transparent pandering to corporate interests, and I feel that his regrettable attempt to 
squelch public debate represents a betrayal of the public trust. Media's vast popularity is due to it's 
widespread scope and creativity, which would be quickly diminished should deregulation take hold. I 
sincerely urge the FCC to preserve diversity localism, and competition in media by saying NO to 
deregula! tion. 

With all hope, I am , 

Zachary Lively 

St Augustine, FL 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Web Hosting - establish your business online 
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u:1 V’ARTC- 0!4 LA1.g F ~ l l k l l  
From: zveR i n a 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

To the Commissioners of the FCC: 

My name IS Robert Zverina. That is not a very American-sounding name, but then, what is3 I am an 
American citizen by birth. born in 
Liberty, New York in 1969. My parents were political refugees from then-Czechoslovakia, a formerly 
democratic nation which 
fell under the Soviet sphere of influence after WWII. 

After the infamous Soviet crackdown of August 1968. the Soviet regime allowed malcontents like my 
parents to leave the country but 
with the understanding that if they did so they may never return, under pain of imprisonment. My parents 
sacrificed their careers, 
possessions, Czech citizenship, and ties with friends and family in favor of a chance at life in a 
democracy. 

What is happening in the United States today--the USA PATRIOT Act, the veiled Domestic Security 
Enhancement Act, and proposed media 
deregulation-is a betrayal of the ideals for which they sacrificed everything they knew and held dear. I am 

Mike Powell, kabernath@fcc.gov. Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Tue. Mar 11, 2003 10:39 AM 
Please Do Not Allow the Sovietization of US Media 

- .., 
, , : ; I  ! , . ,  

only glad that they are 
not alive to see this ongoing perversion of the Constitution, as I am sure it would have broken their hearts 

As a concerned citizen with an ingrained respect for the United States Constitution and democratic ideals, 
I urge the FCC to 
preserve diversity, localism, and competition in media by saying NO to deregulation. 

Thank you for your attention and for taking seriously your obligation to preserving democracy in the United 
States of America. 

Yours truly, 
Robert Zverina 

mailto:kabernath@fcc.gov
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From: BillBrooks ****** 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: Tue. Mar 11, 2003 8:23 PM 
Subject: <NO Subject> 

Dear Sirs and Ma'am, 
I am VERY strongly opposed to the planned deregulation (read consolidation) 
of the media the variety and freedom of informaation that we experienced in 
the seventies has been greatly diminished since the first deregulation of 
the eighties. The only entities capable of accuiring multiple media outlets 
are the large corporations whose viewpoints are ruled by profits and 
notoriously conservative. 
If these monopolies are allowed to further their agendas culture is 
homogenized and reduced to what is profitable, Information expressed is 
limited to what is best for the corporation. 
Please,please. PLEASE do not continue to allow this to happen! 
Please do not further deregulate the media! 
Sincerely, 
BillBrooks 
Seattle, Washington 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, mcopps%fcc.govkjmweb@fcc.gov, Commissioner 

STOP MORE SPAM with the new MSN 8 and get 2 months FREE' 
http://join.msn.com/?page=features/junkmail 

cc: alida@ikat.net, dbeas@earthlink.net, rlfucci@yahoo.com, donlawn@earthlink.com 

http://join.msn.com/?page=features/junkmail
mailto:alida@ikat.net
mailto:dbeas@earthlink.net
mailto:rlfucci@yahoo.com
mailto:donlawn@earthlink.com
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From: David Williams 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: Wed, Mar 12.2003 1:34 AM . , ,>' 

, ,,, ' ,  '>\~$:.; Subject: 

FCC Commissioners, 

Please don't scrap regulations that protect small, independent, and local media voices. 

Please prevent media monopolies by keeping the rules in place that block companies from: 

Owning TV stations and newspapers in the same market. 
Controlling more than one broadcast network. 
Providing TV broadcast services to more than 35 percent of the nation. 
Owning more than eight radio stations in a single urban market. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy. Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, CommisqonqF 

1 
, .  I . .  
. I  

Please keep rules that limit media ownership 

Thank you, 
David F. Williams 
3 1 0 l l t h A v e E  
Seattle, WA 98102 
206-329-2009 
dfw23@hotmail.com 

Page 1 
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To: Mike Poweil 
Date: Fri. Mar 14, 2003 1:22 PM 
Subject: 

Mary Finley 
113 Isabel1 Ct 

Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet 

Highland, WI 53543 

March 14, 2003 

Federal Communications Commission Chair Michael K. Powell 
445 12th St SW 
Rm &A204 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chair Powell: 

The Federal Communications Commission is responsible for ensuring that the 
media serve the public interest I am concerned that the FCC is acting on 
behalf of big business rather than the people. 

It is clear that the FCC has stepped up its efforts to de-regulate the 
media and telecommunications industries. You must act now to halt further 
media consolidation and to preserve the openness and diversity of the 
Internet. 

As a supporter of women's rights, I am concerned that the current media 
merger free-for-all threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, 
views and ideas that nourish a pluralistic. democratic society. Ownership 
consolidation is squeezing out what little diversity remains in the 
marketplace 

The media are more than just a business: they bring information to people 
that affects their lives We cannot have a healthy democracy, and women 
cannot pursue equal rights, if we are uninformed on the issues. The media 
have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all 
voices are heard. It is your job to promote this. 

Please remember U.S. consumers and citizens when you review any further 
regulations The media giants already control far too much of our 
precious information resources. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Finley 
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From: Ingrid Moore 
To: 
Abernathy, I 
Date: 
Subject: 

Mike Powell, Michael Copps, Commissioner Adelstein, KM KJMWEB, Kathleen 

Wed, Mar 19.2003 2 48 PM 
Citizen Input on Ownership Regulations 

Dear Sirs, 

This IS very intimidating. I want to provide my input as a citizen, but 
know that my voice will likely not be heard or noted, as I do not have 
any "influence" In addition, I know the subject that my opinion is 
regarding, but I don't know the exact terminology or name of the 
regulation. In any case, here is my "public input": 

I feel very very strongly that it goes against the very mission of the 
FCC - the reason it was created - to rescind the rules regarding media 
ownership restrictions. To allow one entity to own over 37% share of a 
market could theoretically result in a majority of newslentertainment 
sources being presented by one interest. This is not just a theory, but 
is in all practicality happening today, even with the current 
regulations in place. 

Already this influence is too pervasive. See "Networks Are Megaphones 
for Official Views " on the Fairness and Accuracy in Reporting website: 
www fair.org. 

This report is a striking view of how distorted our news sources are, 
and the incredible influence it has on public policy and opinion. I am 
having to work very hard to find independent news sources to listen 
to/watch. and they are scarce indeed. Depending upon what part of the 
country in which you live, independent news sources may be or are 
non-existant. When I listen to the BBC, or Pacifica Radio, or Free 
Speech Radio, then listen to "mainstream media". the difference in bias 
and tone is stark and alarming. 

This is not allowing the public debate that our founding fathers 
intended, indeed decreed as vital, to democracy. The "oxygen" of 
democracy is the open expression of a variety of opinions. and 
rescinding this ownership rule will most assuredly snuff out the candle 
of democratic discourse. 

Thank you for considering my views 

Regards, 

Ingrid Moore 
925 Little Leaf Ct. 
Longmont, CO 80503 
imoore@ucar.edu 

http://fair.org
mailto:imoore@ucar.edu
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From: Rob Meyer 
To: Mike Copps 
Date: 
Subject: 

Wed, Mar 19,2003 4 22 PM 
Re Broadcast Regulation and Media Ownership Rules, FCC Hearings 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

Thank you for the reply. I also e-mailed you directly through the F.C.C. website. I hope that message got 
to you. 

These are issues of great importance to me, and many of the several score of friends, colleagues and 
family members whom I have shared correspondence with -- informed, educated people for the most part 
-- have responded saying they were unaware of the FCC's hearing(s) and upcoming contemplated 
actions As I suspected, the overwhelming majority agrees with me that further media consolidation with 
no accountability is NOT in our best interests. 

I do, indeed, hope to "tee up" a national dialogue on these issues, and would welcome any suggestions of 
how to further involve more people in the process. Again, thank you for your efforts, and for the reply. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Meyer. Seattle, WA 

Mike Copps <mikecopps@fcc.gov> wrote: 

Thank you for your message and your kind words about the Seattle hearing. I 
am very pleased to know of your involvement in the issue and that you are 
working to tee up a national dialogue on these important issues. Be assured 
of my continuing determination to do exactly that. Your involvement is 
appreciated. 

>>> Rob Meyer 03/16/03 05:25PM >>> 
Chairman Michael Powell, Commissioners Kathleen Abernathy and Kevin Martin 
Federal Communications Commission, Washington, DC 

Dear Commissioners Abernathy, Martin and Powell: 

I was fortunate enough to attend the FCC Field Hearing held at the University 
of Washington on Friday, March 7, 2003, a hearing which was held without your 
support, official recognition or funding by Chairman Powell. I have written 
Commissioners Adelstein and Copps to thank them for making the trip to Seattle 
and ! for soliciting input from the pu blic and several professional panels, as 
was done in Richmond last month. I have also wriitten my Congressional 
Representative and Senators to urge them to oppose what the F.C.C. is doing. 

Sadly, that earlier hearing severely limited public comment, and was held with 
next to no notice and minimal publicity I ask that you publicize the next 
hearing, to be held at Duke University later this month, and that all five 
members of the FCC make the short trip to Durham. Currently, about three 
quarters of the American public are unaware that the Commission is considering 
a further relaxation --or total elimination -- of longstanding rules and 
regulations concerning media ownership consolidation, and compliance with 
already weakened FCC rules and regs. 

As a broadcast professional with two decades of experience, mostly in radio 
news but other media as well. I have opposed further loosening of media 
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regulation since the "genie first got out! of the bottle" (to paraphraseCommissioner Copps) during the 
Reagan Administration. I opposed the Telecom 
Act of 1996 which has led to unprecedented consolidation of broadcast property 
ownership. I have written my Senators and U.S. House Representative on these 
issues, and I am encouraging everyone I know to do the same, no matter which 
side of the issue they may prefer. 

I also am asking everyone I know to join me in asking you to add hearings and 
attend them as a full commission, with proper notice and greater publicity. 
Chairman Powell has been quoted as saying that the 15,000 comments received 
prior to the Seattle hearing was sufficient public input Since our nation 
has over a quarter of a billion citizens .- all media consumers for whom the 
FCC's actions have vital consequences and to whom the FCC is answerable -- I 
respectfully submit that 15,000 public comments is NOT representative, or 
complete. 

The original charge of the Federal Communications Comm! ission, to protect the 
Public Interest with reasonable oversight of telecommunications services and 
broadcast media, has been whittled away for over two decades. To consider the 
complete elimination of rules, regulations and requirements for those owning 
access to our Public Trust -- the public spectrum -- is, to me. 
unconscionable. Already, just four corporations control 85% of the AM and FM 
frequencies in Seattle. Other markets, smaller and larger, have even more 
extreme consolidation. The idea of "local content" in news, and other 
programming, is all but disappearing. Diversity of voices and thought, much 
less of ownership, is a thing of the past. 

It is said that the Bush Administration and your Commission seek to loosen or 
eliminate reasonable regulation to let the "free market" work in the media 
marketplace. It has been shown by study upon study that "competition" has not 
increased; it has decreased in broadcasting and other media. The argument 
that the int! ernet and cable television provi de reasonable alternatives is 
false -- a handful of corporations control access to those services, and the 
number of providers is increasingly integrated into multi-media 
mega-corporations. It is your responsibility to ensure Diversity, Localism 
and Competition for media consumers, and to listen to those consumers. 

I implore you to reach out to the 72% of Americans who are unaware of the 
Commission's plans, and I encourage you to seek major media coverage of the 
issue, which has been sorely lacking. Could that be because the owners of the 
major TV networks and other major media corporations are those who have 
lobbied you and the Bush Administration most strenuously to eliminate 
regulation? I think so. It is my belief that the vast majority of those 
whom you serve are dissatisfied with the current state of radio and 
television, the increasing homogeneity of programming, and an unchecked 
increase in vulgarity obscenity and indecency on! many airwaves and cable 
band s. Moreover, should they become informed of your plans, I believe the 
vast majority will join me in opposing unfettered amalgamation of media. 

If your plan is to send the F.C.C. the way of the of the I.C.C., the C.A.B. 
and other governmental regulatory agencies, you are doing a major disservice 
to the citizens to whom you should answer, and to whom you should listen. 
Please listen to those who pay your salaries, the citizens who rely on you to 
protect their Public Interest. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Page 2 
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Sincerely, 

Rob Meyer. Seattle 

cc: Cong. Jay Inslee. Cong. Jim McDermott Interested Consumers 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Web Hosting - establish your business online 

__ 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Platinum -Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop! 
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cc: 
Murray, Mike Powell 

Kathleen Abernathy, Commissioner Adelstein, Maria Cantwell. KM KJMWEB. Patty 
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From: Sondra Singer 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: media deregulation issue 

March 19, 2003 

Thu, Mar 20. 2003 12:13AM 

To: FCC Chairman Michael K Powell 

Commissioners Kathleen Q Abernathy, Kevin J. Martin, Michael J. Copps 

Dear Commissioner. 

I have personally worked in radio for the better part of the last 23 years. I have never liked the idea of 
deregulation because I could foresee what would happen if a very few people controlled the media. The 
original reasoning behind ownership regulation was to defend the ideas of free speech and to assure that 
we, the public, received diverse opinions from our media sources. 

What has happened in the past 11 years of deregulation of radio is that two companies control the 
vast majority of our stations. The "economies of scale" that they have put forth have caused our media to 
become homogenized. What's good for Los Angeles is good for Ft. Collins, Colorado. And, that simply 
isn't always true. Before deregulation, if there was a fire in town, you could find a local radio station to 
report it. Today, you generally can't find immediate local news. A consumer can't find out what is going on, 
unless it is part of a scheduled traffic report Not only that, but opinions, once upon a time, were diverse. 
Today, they reflect the opinions of the managers who hire the personalities. I had to laugh, ironically, a 
few weeks ago, when a Clear Channel talk personality was defending Clear Channel, saying that he could 
voice whatever opinion he wanted. The reason I laughed was that they wouldn't have hired him in the first 
place if he didn't agree with their philosophies Music is also being restricted by these large 
conglomerates. We Americans have many voices, but conglomerate ownership has one. This can hardly 
be deemed "broadcasting in the public interest." Plus, allowing companies like Clear Channel to also own 
concert promotion companies and other related businesses restricts free trade and favors their own media 
properties. This monopolizing of news and entertainment has got to stop! 

We need to encourage independent ownership and diversity of programming. There was inherent 
wisdom in earlier FCC rulings that imposed strict limits on the amount of stations one company could own. 
The same may be said of FCC rules prohibiting one company from owning a broadcasting station and a 
newspaper in the same market. 

The idea that the FCC may further loosen ownership rules is scary to me. The time has come to 
rescind the previous relaxations of these rules, to re-impose ownership limits, to reinstate rules requiring 
annual local programming assessments, and to force media behemoths like Clear Channel and Infinity to 
diversify their holdings 

To allow the most popular sources of news, information and entertainment to be owned by a small 
handful of people across the nation and in any one community is extremely dangerous for our democratic 
process. 

Thank you, 

Sondra Singer 

Lakewood, Colorado 

Page 1 
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From: Kathy McNamara 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: Media Deregulation 

Dear Mr. Copps 

It has come to my attention that the current push to deregulate the media is something to which you are 
opposed. I share your opposition and wonder if you could provide me with information that would help me 
understand the problem better and work to fight the continued consolidation of media companies 

In the land of the free and the home of the brave I believe we can be neither if we do not have access to 
all the information. 

Sincerely, 
Kathleen McNamara 
714 1st Ave N. 
Seattle, WA 98109 

Thu. Mar 20, 2003 6:18 PM 
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From: Kathy McNamara 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Media Deregulation 

Dear Mr. Adelstein. 

It has come to my attention that the current push to deregulate the media is something to which you are 
opposed. I share your opposition and wonder if you could provide me with information that would help me 
understand the problem better and work to fight the continued consolidation of media companies 

In the land of the free and the home of the brave I believe we can be neither if we do not have access to 
all the information. 

Sincerely, 
Kathleen McNamara 
714 1st Ave N. 
Seattle. WA 98109 

Thu, Mar 20, 2003 6:18 PM 
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From: Sarah Dillon 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: Fri. Mar21.200311:lOAM 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially free 
and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and 
monopolies. 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these 
protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National 
Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual 
Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local 
and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media giants 
The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if  local news. 
reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are further 
compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital 
regulatory rules. 

Sincerely. 

Sarah Elizabeth Dillon 
P O  Box487 
Terre Haute, IN 47808 

Keep media free and competitive 

~~~ 

Get the Internet just the way you want it. 
Free software, free e-mail, and free Internet access for a month! 
Try Juno Web: http://dl.www.juno.com/dynogeUtagj. 

http://dl.www.juno.com/dynogeUtagj
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From: Sarah Dillon 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner Powell: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at 
least partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations 
restricting consolidation and monopolies. 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll 
back many of these protective regulations: the NewspaperlBroadcast 
Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local 
Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the 
purchase of local and independent newspapers and radio and television 
stations by large media giants. The cost to the American People and 
Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial freedom and 
access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner Powell, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or 
drop these vital regulatory rules. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Elizabeth Dillon 
P.O. Box 487 
Terre Haute, IN 47808 

Fri. Mar21. 2003 1 1 : l l  AM 
Keep media free and competitive 

Page 1 

Get the Internet just the way you want it. 
Free software. free e-mail, and free Internet access for a month! 
Try Juno Web: http:l/dI.www.juno.com/dynogeUtagj. 

http:l/dI.www.juno.com/dynogeUtagj


Sharon Jenkins - monoply in the media 

From: stephanieswanson@cwnet.com 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: Fri, Mar 21, 2003 1:53 PM 
Subject: monoply in the media 

Dear Mr. Copps, I am very concerned about the monopoly in the media. The phone company was broke 
up when it became a monopole. It doesn't shape public opinion like the media does. I have concerns that 
with the limited ownership we the public will not have access to more than one opinion. I don't want to be 
dumbed down I want to be able to make informed decisions not the decision someone else thinks I 
should make. Please do something about this, to keep our freedom in this country Thank you. 
Stephanie Swanson 

Page 1 

mailto:stephanieswanson@cwnet.com
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From: Nathan Hawks 
To: Kathleen Abernathy, Commissioner Adelstein, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB. Mike 
Powell 
Date: Sat, Mar 22, 2003 1237 AM 
Subject: Stop media conglomeration! 

Ma'ams and Sirs; 

You need to tighten, not loosen, restrictions on media 
buy-ups! 

Do not loosen rules on media conglomeration! 

Nathan Hawks 
7056 Ponce de Leon Ave #3A 
Jacksonville. FI 32217 

_ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _  
There's a mass without roofs, a prison to fill. 
There's a country's soul that reads, "post no bills." 
There's a strike, and a line of cops outside of tha mill. 
There's a right to obey, and a right to kill. 
--Rage Against the Machine 
--"Calm like a Bomb' 

Page 1 
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From: Nathan Hawks 
To: Kathleen Abernathy, Commissioner Adelstein, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB. Mike 
Powell 
Date: Sat, Mar 22, 2003 12:37 AM 
Subject: Stop media conglomeration! 

Ma'ams and Sirs; 

You need to tighten, not loosen, restrictions on media 
buy-ups! 

Do not loosen rules on media conglomeration! 

Nathan Hawks 
7056PoncedeLeonAve#3A 
Jacksonville. FI 32217 

_ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _  
There's a mass without roofs, a prison to fill. 
There's a country's soul that reads, "post no bills." 
There's a strike, and a line of cops outside of tha mill. 
There's a right to obey, and a right to kill. 
--Rage Against the Machine 
--"Calm like a Bomb 
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From: kerry Hart 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: Sat, Mar 2 2 ,  2003 3:15 AM 
Subject: 

You guys have to know this would take any last semblance of fairness from the American media. As 
much as power and money motivate many these days, do any of us really want to live in the old Soviet 
Union? Of course, things are already going in that direction, as far as the U.S newscorp goes. If it 
ultimately happens, I think it may backfire and outlet after outlet will die on the vine as Americans, who 
probably aren't quite as stupid as some people think, wise up to what's happening and abandon tv 8, print 
news for the Internet. 

Providence. RI 

Do NOT Deregulate the Media 

kerry Hart 
triknite@earthlink. net 
Why Wait? Move to EarthLink. 

cc: Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps. KM KJMWEB. Commissioner Adelstein 
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From: Frank Brown 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: Sat, Mar 22. 2003 5:33 PM 
Subject: deregulation feedback 

FCC Chairman and Commissioners: 

Just a quick note to let you know I am opposed to the media deregulation 
proposal. I believe we (the american public) need more diversity of 
opinion, not less. Deregulation would further stifle the already scant 
diversity seen on the airwaves. I believe my government should try to 
strengthen democracy, rather than stifle it. Which means we should 
prevent a handful of large media giants from dominating. OK? 

Thank you for your consideration 

-Frank Brown 
4401 Baker Ave NW 
Seattle WA 
http://www. inwa.netl-frog 
frog-dc@inwa.net 

Page 1 

cc: Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner Adelstein 

http://www
mailto:frog-dc@inwa.net
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From: Braddon Lewellyn 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: Sat, Mar 22, 2003 7:16 PM 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at 
least partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations 
restricting consolidation and monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll 
back many of these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast 
Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local 
Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the 
purchase of local and independent newspapers and radio and television 
stations by large media giants~ The cost to the American People and 
Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial freedom and 
access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner. I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop 
these vital regulatory rules. 

Sincerely, 

Braddon Lewellyn 
5855 N Kolb RD #2102 
Tucson, AZ 85750 

Keep media free and competitive 

Page 1 
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Sharon Jenkins - Keep media free and competitive 

From: Braddon Lewellyn 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially 
free and independent IS the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and 
monopolies. 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these 
protective regulations: the NewspaperlBroadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National 
Broadcast Ownershlp Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual 
Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local 
and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media giants 
The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, 
reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are further 
compromised. 

Commissioner. I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital 
regulatory rules. 

Sincerely 

Braddon Lewellyn 
5855 N Kolb RD #2102 
Tucson. AZ 85750 

Sat, Mar 22, 2003 7:16 PM 
Keep media free and competitive 
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Sharon Jenkins - Keep media free and competitive Page 1 

From: Braddon Lewellyn 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: Sat, Mar 22, 2003 7:16 PM 
Subject: Keep media free and competitive 

Dear Commissioner Powell: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially 
free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and 
monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these 
protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National 
Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual 
Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local 
and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media giants 
The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, 
reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are further 
compromised. 

Commissioner Powell, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these 
vital regulatory rules. 

Sincerely. 

Braddon Lewellyn 
5855 N Kolb RD #2102 
Tucson, AZ 85750 

DO YOU YAHOO! Get your free @yahoo.com address at http://mail.yahoo.com 
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Sharon Jenkins - FCC don't allow media monopolies 

From: Patrice Titterington 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: Sat, Mar 22, 2003 7:16 PM 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least 
partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulatlons restricting 
consolidation and monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many 
of these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership 
Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, 
the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase 
of local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by 
large media giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be 
far too high if local news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety 
of legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these 
vital regulatory rules 

Sincerely, 

Patrice Titterington 
1223 Selby Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 

FCC don't allow media monopolies 

Page 1 
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From: Patrice Titterington 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: Sat, Mar 22, 2003 7:16 PM 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least 
partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting 
consolidation and monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review. the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of 
these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the 
National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly 
Rule and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of 
local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media 
giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if 
local news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views 
are further compromised. 

Commissioner I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital 
regulatory rules. 

Sincerely 

Patrice Titterington 
1223 Selby Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 

FCC don't allow media monopolies 



Sharon Jenkins - FCC don't allow media monopolies 

From: John William Younce 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner. 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least 
partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting 
consolidation and monopolies. 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back 
many of these protective regulations: the NewspaperBroadcast 
Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio 
Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase 
of local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by 
large media giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be 
far too high if local news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety 
of legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these 
vital regulatory rules 

Sincerely. 

John William Younce 

Sat, Mar 22, 2003 7:54 PM 
FCC don't allow media monopolies 
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Sharon Jenkins - Docket #02-277 

From: Julie Kerssen 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: Docket #02-277 

Commissioners: 

I am writing to strongly urge you to retain the current rules regulating 
the media (re: #docket #02-277). Media consolidation and monopoly is 
already a serious problem in this country, and the quality of information 
received by the public has suffered as a result. Comparing our media to 
that of other western countries makes the problem quite clear. Please help 
promote competition, diversity, and localism by not changing the rules to 
make mergers and monopoly even more likely 

Sincerely, 

Julie Kerssen 
191 1 N. 46th Street #302 
Seattle, WA 981 03 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps. KM KJMWEB, Commissionei 

Sat, Mar 22, 2003 10-20 PM 
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Sharon Jenkins - I oppose the dereg of media 

From: Sarah 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: Sat. Mar 2 2 ,  2003 1024 PM 
Subject: I oppose the dereg of media 

Please oppose the deregulation of the media. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Steiner 

Page 1 , 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Platinum -Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop! 



Sharon Jenkins - I oppose the dereg of media 

From: Sarah 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: Sat, Mar 22, 2003 10:24 PM 
Subject: I oppose the dereg of media 

Please oppose the deregulation of the media. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Steinei 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Platinum -Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop! 



Sharon Jenkins - stop media consolidation11 Page 1 

From: DJ rejoyce@aol.com 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: stop media consolidationl! 

Dear Commissioner: 

Regarding the upcoming FCC vote, further consolidation of the media must be 
halted and in fact reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of 
profit-driven corporations has undermined our democracy more than any other 
modern force except the high cost of broadcast commercials during elections. 
The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide crucial 
unbiased information to the public about most public issues, most notably the 
drive to war in Iraq. As an American concerned about our democracy, IEcall on 
you to break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide 
diversity of organizations and independent journalists, and to reinstate the 
Fairness Doctrine 

Thank you, 
David Joyce 
Reseda. Ca 

Commissioner Adelstein, Michael Copps, Kathleen Abernathy, Mike Powell 
Sun, Mar 23. 2003 2:04 AM 

mailto:rejoyce@aol.com
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From: DJrejoyce@aol.com 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: stop media consolidation!! 

Dear Commissioner: 

Regarding the upcoming FCC vote, further consolidation of the media must be 
halted and in fact reversed. TV and radio news in the hands of a handful of 
profit-driven corporations has undermined our democracy more than any other 
modern force except the high cost of broadcast commercials during elections. 
The media companies have failed in their public trust to provide crucial 
unbiased information to the public about most public issues, most notably the 
drive to war in Iraq. As an American concerned about our democracy, IEcall on 
you to break up the media conglomerates, to open the spectrum to a wide 
diversity of organizations and independent journalists, and to reinstate the 
Fairness Doctrine. 

Thank you, 
David Joyce 
Reseda, Ca 

Commissioner Adelstein, Michael Copps, Kathleen Abernathy, Mike Powell 
Sun, Mar 23, 2003 2:07 AM 

mailto:DJrejoyce@aol.com


Sharon Jenkins - Deregulation Page 1 

From: dean mogelgaard 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: Sun, Mar 23, 2003 5:31 AM 
Subject: Deregulation 

Dear Comrnisioner: 

Please do not allow the media (air waves) to be for sale to the highest 
bidder In a true democracy all segments of the population should have equal 
access, not just the wealthy and powerfull. Please do all you can to keep 
the rich and powerful from dominating the media market. 

Sincerly yours, Dean Mogelgaard, Clearwater Florida 

Add photos to your e-mail with MSN 8. Get 2 months FREE*. 
http://join msn.com/?page=features/featuredemail 

http://join


Sharon Jenkins - Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet Page 1 

From: Denise Andersen 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: Sun, Mar 23, 2003 1:43 PM 
Subject: 

Denise Andersen 
332 Sierra Place NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87108-1 139 

Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet 

March 23, 2003 

Federal Communications Commission Chair Michael K. Powell 
445 12th St SW 
Rm %A204 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chair Powell: 

The Federal Communications Commission is responsible for ensuring that the 
media serve the public interest. I am concerned that the FCC is acting on 
behalf of big business rather than the people. 

It is clear that the FCC has stepped up its efforts to de-regulate the 
media and telecommunications industries. You must act now to halt further 
media consolidation and to preserve the openness and diversity of the 
Internet. 

As a supporter of women's rights, I am concerned that the current media 
merger free-for-all threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, 
views and ideas that nourish a pluralistic, democratic society. Ownership 
consolidation is squeezing out what little diversity remains in the 
marketplace. 

The media are more than just a business; they bring information to people 
that affects their lives. We cannot have a healthy democracy, and women 
cannot pursue equal rights, if we are uninformed on the issues. The media 
have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all 
voices are heard. It is your job to promote this. 

Please remember U.S. consumers and citizens when you review any further 
regulations. The media giants already control far too much of our 
precious information resources. 

Sincerely, 

Denise Andersen 



Sharon Jenkins - Protect Children's Television1 

From: jayricel @earthlink.net 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: Protect Children's Television! 

Sun, Mar 23, 2003 4:35 PM 

FCC Commissioner Michael J Copps 

Dear FCC Commissioner Michael J Copps. 

The FCC must consider the unique needs of children 
in its upcoming rulemaking on broadcast ownership rules. 

Children consume almost five and a half hours of media 
per day. Research has shown that media, particularly 
television, play a unique and powerful role in childfen's 
development. 

The FCC should consider how further relaxation of media 
ownership rules would impact children's programming. 
Deregulation may reduce competition, increase commercialism 
and result in less original programming for children. 

Before making any regulatory changes to existing media 
ownership rules, the FCC must consider how children 
will be affected. 

Sincerely, 

Jay Rice 
72 Holstrom Circle 
Novato. California 94947-2075 

cc. 
Senator Dianne Feinstein 
Senator Barbara Boxer 
Representative Lynn Woolsey 

Page 1 
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From: MojoinColorado@netscape net 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: <No Subject> 

Dear Mr Copps, 

We are deeply concerned by the consolidation of media companies (radio, tv. 
and newspaper) and the low standard of public service currently performed by private companies (whether 
publicly traded or not) using the airwaves owned by the American people. 

We live in the Denver Colorado area and have observed the degradation of 
service since the 'radio market share rules' were relaxed a few years ago. 
Instead of a variety of radio stations that offered true choices and 
distinction in both the quality of entertainment and news (in content, in 
editorial style 8 in viewpoint), we are now relegated to mediocrity in both 
general categories. 

Instead of unique music (not always good -- but that's what choice gives you) and a choice of play list 
stations, now all I have are play list stations that are 2 songs an hour different from each other (sometimes 
they are so repetitive that they even repeat the morning show in the late afternoonlearly evening, and 
many do on Saturday's). 

As for the news, I can follow the VERY SAME newscaster and the VERY SAME 
traffic observer from one station to the other (sometimes it's a goal just to see if I can). That removes 
objectivity, independence, and even actual news reporters out there gathering data. 

Not to mention any corporate influences to support causes and or candidates 
for public office via control of the newsroom (of 8 outlets at once). 

As to the financials of this, with just two or three major companies 
controlling the vast majority of the market, they can set ad rates. Already Clear Channel appears to set 
the ad times so that they are suspiciously at or almost at the same time. How do I know? I am scanning 
channels to avoid them because they control so much of the time and have such large blocks of ads. I 
can only speculate they also editorialize whom they will let advertise. Besides, doesn't this smack of near 
monopoloization? I like to think of it as 'managed capitalism'. 

In the Denver area (and as a result, most of the state of Colorado) we have 
the result of the consolidation of two large metropolitan/state wide 
newspapers into one holding company (a 'Joint Operating Agreement'). 

The end result is that ad rates went up many multitudes, as did my 
subscription rate (from $7/year/6 days a week to $52/year). Part of the 
merger included only printing one paper on Saturday's and Sunday's (less 
service --more money?!). In addition, ad policies have become political to the point that at least one 
category is limited beyond the scope of law 
(firearms ads are now limited to licensed dealers only). This mirrors the 
editorial page of one of the papers. With only one company, and a soon to be completed move to only 
one building. what independent, even opposing, 
editorial content can I continue to expect? Hrnrn? Is the public being served? 

Or did two business groups all but officially merge, creating in effect a 
monopoly? 

In short, we would like to see a reversal of some of the changes made in the last few years to make 
LARGE businessmen happy for there bottom line. a return to public broadcasters having some 

Mon, Mar 24,2003 11 :25 AM 



Sharon Jenkins - <No SUbjeCP Page 2 

commitment and responsiblity to the local public whose airwaves they use. And yes, this means we 
support the regulations we have on cross ownership, even a return to tighter regulation. 

Please review the current rules in light of the potential for: 

-Monopolization (the industry likes to call it 'efficiency' 8 consolidation'). 

-Public service (sensitivity to local customs, local information, support for local needs) 

-Political diversity (opportunity for diverse opinions and support for different sides, or even just proposing 
problems exist) 

-Generally unique sources of news (versus what large organizations have shown to do: use less to 
provide more -- not better, objective, or even correct-- information). 

Thank you, 

Michael 8 Catherine 2. Cunningham 
POB 42 ~~ ~ 

Franktown, CO 801 16-0042 

Try AOL and get 1045 hours FREE for 45 days1 
http://free.aol.com/tryaolfree/index adp?375380 

Get AOL Instant Messenger 5 1 for FREE! Download Now! 
http://aim.aol.com/aimnew/Aim/register.adp?promos=38O455 

http://free.aol.com/tryaolfree/index
http://aim.aol.com/aimnew/Aim/register.adp?promos=38O455
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From: MojoinColorado@netscape.net 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Mr Adelstein. 

We are deeply concerned by the consolidation of media companies (radio, tv, 
and newspaper) and the low standard of public service currently performed by private companies (whether 
publicly traded or not) using the airwaves owned by the American people 

We live in the Denver Colorado area and have observed the degradation of 
sewice since the 'radio market share rules' were relaxed a few years ago. 
Instead of a variety of radio stations that offered true choices and 
distinction in both the quality of entertainment and news (in content, in 
editorial style 8 in viewpoint), we are now relegated to mediocrity in both 
general categories. 

Instead of unique music (not always good -- but that's what choice gives you) and a choice of play list 
stations, now all I have are play list stations that are 2 songs an hour different from each other (Sometimes 
they are so repetitive that they even repeat the morning show in the late afternoonlearly evening, and 
many do on Saturday's). 

As for the news, I can follow the VERY SAME newscaster and the VERY SAME 
traffic observer from one station to the other (sometimes it's a goal just to see if I can). That removes 
objectivity, independence, and even actual news reporters out there gathering data. 

Not to mention any corporate influences to support causes and or candidates 
for public office via control of the newsroom (of 8 outlets at once). 

As to the financials of this, with just two or three major companies 
controlling the vast majority of the market, they can set ad rates. Already Clear Channel appears to set 
the ad times so that they are suspiciously at or almost at the same time. How do I know? I am scanning 
channels to avoid them because they control so much of the time and have such large blocks of ads. I 
can only speculate they also editorialize whom they will let advertise. Besides. doesn't this smack of near 
monopoloization? I like to think of it as 'managed capitalism'. 

In the Denver area (and as a result, most of the state of Colorado) we have 
the result of the consolidation of two large metropolitan/state wide 
newspapers into one holding company (a 'Joint Operating Agreement'). 

The end result is that ad rates went up many multitudes, as did my 
subscription rate (from $7/year/6 days a week to $52/year). Part of the 
merger included only printing one paper on Saturday's and Sunday's (less 
service -- more money?!). In addition, ad policies have become political to the point that at least one 
category is limited beyond the scope of law 
(firearms ads are now limited to licensed dealers only). This mirrors the 
editorial page of one of the papers. With only one company, and a soon to be completed move to only 
one building, what independent, even opposing, 
editorial content can I continue to expect? Hmm? Is the public being served? 

Or did two business groups all but officially merge, creating in effect a 
monopoly? 

In short, we would like to see a reversal of some of the changes made in the last few years to make 
LARGE businessmen happy for there bottom line, a return to public broadcasters having some 

Mon. Mar 24,2003 11 28 AM 
Fcc rules review for media cross ownership 

mailto:MojoinColorado@netscape.net


Sharon Jenkins - Fcc rules review for media cross ownership Page 2 

commitment and responsiblity to the local public whose airwaves they use. And yes, this means we 
support the regulations we have on cross ownership, even a return to tighter regulation. 

Please review the current rules in light of the potential for: 

-Monopolization (the industry likes to call it 'efficiency' & consolidation') 

-Public service (sensitivity to local customs, local information, support for local needs) 

-Political diversity (opportunity for diverse opinions and support for different sides, or even just proposing 
problems exist). 

-Generally unique sources of news (versus what large organizations have shown to do: use less to 
provide more -- not better, objective, or even correct-- information). 

Thank you, 

Michael 8 Catherine Z. Cunningham 
POB 42 _ _  ~ 

Franktown, CO 801 16-0042 

Try AOL and get 1045 hours FREE for 45 days! 
http-//free.aol.com/tryaolfree/index.adp?375380 

Get AOL Instant Messenger 5.1 for FREE! Download Now! 
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Sharon Jenkins - Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet 

From: Marcia Z. Dunetz 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: Tue. Mar 25, 2003 1:52 AM 
Subject: 

Marcia Z. Dunetz 
180 Sterling Place 
Brooklyn, NY 11217-3300 

Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet 

March 25, 2003 

Federal Communications Commission Chair Michael K. Powell 
445 12th St SW 
Rm &A204 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chair Powell: 

The Federal Communications Commission is responsible for ensuring that the 
media serve the public interest. I am concerned that the FCC is acting on 
behalf of big business rather than the people. 

It is clear that the FCC has stepped up its efforts to de-regulate the 
media and telecommunications industries. You must act now to halt further 
media consolidation and to preserve the openness and diversity of the 
Internet. 

As a supporter of women's rights, I am concerned that the current media 
merger free-for-all threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, 
views and ideas that nourish a pluralistic, democratic society. Ownership 
consolidation is squeezing out what little diversity remains in the 
marketplace. 

The media are more than just a business; they bring information to people 
that affects their lives. We cannot have a healthy democracy, and women 
cannot pursue equal rights, if we are uninformed on the issues. The media 
have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all 
voices are heard. It is your job to promote this. 

Please remember U S. consumers and citizens when you review any further 
regulations. The media giants already control far too much of our 
precious information resources 

Sincerely, 

Page 1 

Marcia Z. Dunetz 
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From: Marcia 2. Dunetz 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: Tue, Mar 25, 2003 1:53 AM 
Subject: 

Marcia 2. Dunetz 
180 Sterling Place 
Brooklyn, NY 11217-3300 

Preserve Diversity and Openness in the Media and on the Internet 

March 25. 2003 

Chair Michael Powell 
445 12th St SW 
Rm &A204 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chair Powell: 

The Federal Communications Commission is responsible for ensuring that the 
media serve the public interest. I am concerned that the FCC is acting on 
behalf of big business rather than the people. 

It is clear that the FCC has stepped up its efforts to de-regulate the 
media and telecommunications industries. You must act now to halt further 
media consolidation and to preserve the openness and diversity of the 
Internet. 

A s  a supporter of women's rights, I am concerned that the current media 
merger free-for-all threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, 
views and ideas that nourish a pluralistic, democratic society. Ownership 
consolidation is squeezing out what little diversity remains in the 
marketplace. 

The media are more than just a business; they bring information to people 
that affects their lives. We cannot have a healthy democracy, and women 
cannot pursue equal rights. if we are uninformed on the issues. The media 
have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all 
voices are heard. It is your job to promote this. 

Please remember U.S. consumers and citizens when you review any further 
regulations. The media giants already control far too much of our 
precious information resources. 

Sincerely 

Marcia Z. Dunetz 



Sharon Jenkins - Keep media free and competitive 

From: Nico Houghton 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at 
least partially free and independent IS the set of FCC 
regulalions restricting consolidation and monopolies. 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to 
roll back many of these protective regulations the 
NewspaperlBroadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast 
Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule 
and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in 
the purchase of local and independent newspapers and radio and 
television stations by large media giants. The cost to the 
American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, 
reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate 
views are further compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or 
drop these vital regulatory rules. 

Sincerely, 

Nico Houghton 

Tue. Mar 25, 2003 4.31 AM 
Keep media free and competitive 
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Sharon Jenkins - Keep media free and competitive 

From: Nico Houghton 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner Powell: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially free 
and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these 
protective regulations. the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National 
Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual 
Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local and 
independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media giants. The cost 
to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial 
freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner Powell, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital 
regulatory rules. 

Sincerely 

Nico Houghton 

Tue, Mar 25, 2003 4:31 AM 
Keep media free and competitive 
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Sharon Jenkins - FCC protect media independence 

From: Penny LaDeur 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: FCC protect media independence 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least 
partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting 
consolidation and monopolies. 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many 
of these protective regulations: the NewspapedBroadcast Cross-Ownership 
Rule, the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, 
the Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase 
of local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by 
large media giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be 
far too high if local news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety 
of legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these 
vital regulatory rules 

Sincerely, 

Penny LaDeur 
298 Turtle Rock DR 
Floyd, VA 24091 

Tue, Mar 25. 2003 4:31 AM 
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From: Penny LaDeur 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: FCC protect media independence 

Dear Commissioner Powell: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least 
partially free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting 
consolidation and monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many 
of these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, 
the National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the 
Duopoly Rule and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of 
local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large 
media giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too 
high if local news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of 
legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner Powell, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop 
these vital regulatory rules. 

Sincerely, 

Penny LaDeur 
298 Turtle Rock DR 
Floyd, VA 24091 

Tue, Mar 25. 2003 4:31 AM 



Sharon Jenkins - Keep media free and competitive 

From: Nico Houghton 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially 
free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and 
monopolies. 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of 
these protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the 
National Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule 
and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of 
local and independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media 
giants. The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local 
news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are 
further compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital 
regulatory rules. 

Sincerely, 

Nico Houghton 

Tue, Mar 25, 2003 4:31 AM 
Keep media free and competitive 
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Sharon Jenkins - FCC protect media independence 

From: Penny LaDeur 
To: Kathleen Abernathy 
Date: 
Subject: FCC protect media independence 

Dear Commissioner. 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially 
free and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and 
monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these 
protective regulations: the Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National 
Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual 
Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local 
and independent newspapers and radio arid television stations by large media giants 
The cost to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, 
reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are further 
compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital 
regulatory rules. 

Sincerely 

Penny LaDeur 
298 Turtle Rock DR 
Floyd. VA 24091 

Tue, Mar 25, 2003 4:31 AM 
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Sharon Jenkins - Protect Children's Television1 

From: sarajlewis@hotmail.com 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: 
Subject: Protect Children's Television! 

Tue, Mar 25, 2003 5:35 PM 

FCC Commissioner Michael J. Copps 

Dear FCC Commissioner Michael J. Copps, 

The FCC must consider the unique needs of children 
in its upcoming rulemaking on broadcast ownership rules 

Children consume almost five and a half hours of media 
per day. Research has shown that media, particularly 
television, play a unique and powerful role in children's 
development. 

The FCC should consider how further relaxation of media 
ownership rules would impact children's programming. 
Deregulation may reduce competition, increase commercialism 
and result in less original programming for children. 

Before making any regulatory changes to existing media 
ownership rules, the FCC must consider how children 
will be affected. 

Sincerely, 

Sara Lewis 
698 Blackford Ct. 
San Jose, California 951 17 

cc: 
Senator Dianne Feinstein 
Senator Barbara Boxer 
Representative Mike Honda 

Page 1 
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Sharon Jenkins - Media Monopoly 

From: JRHENNEKES333acs corn 
To: Michael Copps 
Date: Tue, Mar 25,2003 5 43 PM 
Subject: Media Monopoly 

Commissioner Copps 

Page 1 

I share your concerns regarding the monopoly now on 
who control the news control the minds of the masses. We all need to halt any form of dictatorship. 

Sincerely, 

J R. Hennekes 
Cincinnati, OH 

3 U S. media. .and the pur increase it. Those 



Sharon Jenkins - Keep media free and competitive Page 1 

From: Mark Smith 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Date: Tue, Mar 25, 2003 9:OZ PM 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner. 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media at least partially free 
and independent is the set of FCC regulations restricting consolidation and monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to roll back many of these 
protective regulations: the NewspaperIBroadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National 
Broadcast Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule and the Dual 
Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in the purchase of local and 
independent newspapers and radio and television stations by large media giants. The cost 
to the American People and Democracy will be far too high if local news, reportorial 
freedom and access to a true variety of legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or drop these vital 
regulatory rules. 

Sincerely, 

Mark H. Smith 
Boise, ID 83709 

Keep media free and competitive 



Sharon Jenkins - Keep media free and competitive 

From: Ric Rosa 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Date: Wed, Mar 26, 2003 1:Ol AM 
Subject: 

Dear Commissioner: 

One of the basic elements which help to keep the American media 
at least partially free and independent is the set of FCC 
regulations restricting consolidation and monopolies 

In the 2002 Biennial Review, the FCC appears to be planning to 
roll back many of these protective regulations: the 
Newspaper/Broadcast Cross-Ownership Rule, the National Broadcast 
Ownership Cap, the Local Radio Ownership Rule, the Duopoly Rule 
and the Dual Network Rule. 

Relaxation or abandonment of the preceding rules will result in 
the purchase of local and independent newspapers and radio and 
television stations by large media giants. The cost to the 
American People and Democracy will be far too high if local 
news, reportorial freedom and access to a true variety of 
legitimate views are further compromised. 

Commissioner, I urge you to make sure the FCC does not relax or 
drop these vital regulatory rules. 

Sincerely, 

Ric Rosa 

Keep media free and competitive 
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Sharon Jenkins - Reject the Bells' Monopoly Bid 

From: John Petric 
To: Mike Powell 
Date: 
Subject: 

Chairman Michael K. Powell, et.al. 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 SW 12th Street 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioners 

Elimination of competitive access to wholesale phone networks will do nothing but kill the not yet here, and 
much anticipated local competition, and leave consumers with the worst of both worlds, an unregulated 
monopoly. 

Please reject the Bell's self serving proposals to eliminate the UNE-Ps, which would pave the way for a 
bigger, meaner phone monopoly unrestrained by regulatory oversight. 

Verizon's director of governmental affairs, Sean M. Looney, told the Maryland House Economic Matters 
Committee in Annapolis that federal regulators are expected to approve Verizon's plan next week. 
Verizon, the dominant local carrier in the state, said that if the plan is approved it will also be allowed to 
provide long-distance service. 

A similar plan went into effect in Virginia recently, where for about $50 a month a residential customers 
may make unlimited calls to anywhere in the state, the continental U.S. and Canada, Mr. Looney said. 

Mr. Looney appeared before the Committee to oppose the two Maryland State bills, House Bill 898, 
IntraCounty and Adjacent Local Calling, and House Bill 899. Countywide Local Calling, that seek to fix 
local telephone calling area problems and would require phone companies to provide toll-free service on 
all calls within the same county or calls between a point in one county and another point within 40 miles of 
that county's geographical area or whichever is larger, a measure that has long been supported by some 
area residents. 

Please, DO NOT approve the monopolistic Verizon's request for long distance service until it divests itself 
of the monopoly control in continues to hold in the tri-state region plus. Selling inter-connection 
agreements is not "competition." Not close, not by even a mile. Prices with Verizon keep going up and 
nothing is here to keep the restraints in check. 

Your expedited cooperation in this matter is sincerely appreciated. If you have any questions, please feel 
free to contact me. Thank you. 

Sincerely 

Ivan (John) Petric 
IPetric@Netzero. Net 
6343 Meadowland Drive 
Dunkirk, MD 20754-9535-1 
301-855-7009 (Home Metro) 
41 0-286-8549 (Local Line) 
http://www.chesapeake. net/-wiI1268/ 
http://www.geocities.com/ipetricl945/ 

Fri, Mar 14, 2003 4:06 PM 
Reject the Bells' Monopoly Bid 
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cc: Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB. Commissioner Adelstein 
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